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which had arisen in the case of the Chaco dispute, where Bolivia and
Paraguay, by setting off one mediating agency against another, were
able to resist all attempts to induce them to lay down their arms.
No immediate action had been taken by the League on receipt of
the Colombian Government's communication of the 3rd January, but
on the 14th January the Acting-President of the Council (Mr. Sean
Lester of the Irish ITree State) had telegraphed to the Governments
of Peru and Colombia asking Peru to state her views and appealing
to both Governments to refrain from any action which was not in
strict conformity with the Covenant. This elicited a series of telegrams
from Peru in which the Government declared that Peru was not the
aggressor, since she was ready to negotiate for a friendly settlement.
The Peruvian Government accused Colombia, whose naval forces
were 'advancing against Leticia on the pretext that the question is
a purely internal one', of 'aggressive designs' against €defenceless
Peruvians for the sole offence of claiming the right to decide their own
nationality5, and they asked the League cto order the suspension of
all measures of force'. In response to this request the question was
placed on the agenda of the Council and was considered by that body
on the 24th and 26th January, when representatives of the Colombian
and Peruvian Governments were given a hearing. It was clear from
the discussion that the members of the Council unanimously accepted
the contention of Colombia that the restoration of her authority in
Leticia was a matter of internal police action and condemned Peru's
attempt to make the right of national self-determination an excuse
for a flagrant act of aggression. At the same time, it was recognized
that Peru had some justification for apprehension regarding the fate
of her nationals in Leticia, and the telegrams which the Council de-
cided to despatch to the disputants took this consideration into
account. The Peruvian Government were reminded that it was the
duty of Peru, as a member of the League, to 'refrain from any inter-
vention by force on Colombian territory and to ensure . . . that the
military forces of Peru should take no action beyond the defence of
Peruvian territory and should not hinder Colombian authorities from
the exercise of full sovereignty and jurisdiction in territory recognized
by treaty to belong to Colombia'. The Colombian Government were
asked :not only to avoid the violation of Peruvian territory but to
make clear to the Peruvian Government that it is not the intention
of the Colombian Government to commit any such violation', and the
Council also expressed the hope that the Colombian Government
would 'exercise all possible clemency' and limit their action strictly
to the preservation of order in their own territory.

